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I a yesterOay'B aisdlariy eaptionad appeal I Bade reference to the leak 02 ' 
Garrison'd Arty ;;e?ilcal rocorda after the FBI received thsa. 

63-109060-6155. despite its self-serving nature, indicates that the arty suspected 
the FBI of tl-jfi leaking (perish tha thhughtl). 

‘isani^ticn of this record, as provided to sse, reflects that usaong the indorsing 
notations there is none for the &sy, *t si.. ply isn't possible that the FBI arrange! 
not to ho able to rotrfesro this record with si ongoing flap of aeiioua proportions. 

Shus there should be wm other filing. F e , ? hsp 3 «hst ms ones again elSafciatwd in the 
x&rosing * . ct la «aa oli a i n ated tills infonaattaw How :ver, there also is reference! to 
other records 1 da not recall seeing. 

SI® rwaojtl does not reflect, for exsiispl©, who aj*do the r+'-ueat 01 the Arsay or 

to vh&i the ircy presida.* eopioa. If tho FSl were ft® only .aganagr, then there is little 

d'jSibt about the source of the defamatory le&Lu 

ahat thi colonel could have scant by saying the Amy bad "aoro to ■.oafs that to 

Sain by aonti.-wl.ig the iOTonti.r-atlOE." %» not sspluinwi \rj the liaison a&xit, but it 

doors not ao cot to iiavo quieted fc.o paranoid in SooKPer, who .vote, "it loom an if 

the Inspector ik&erelsianiyj office is fronting for vkandaon. " 

% jtiapontianiiMt sxt inveotifF.tioa in which thu 33E was am- eetV 

Tlwow is obvious FiC saotiv» in «*«y withholding. 

61® 

is ?ls«> pertinent* *t report a that an anti-il- rriaon reporter inferred ths 
2>eLoaoh operation tout ieson i *a2», ferssrr KSLSi and then head of t h * Zfew urlsess 
Metropolitan Crl,.e COwi ssicr : fnndo»! the ropurter "a feme of rlv? err-plots Amy 
radical file on Garrison,* 


